This book provides the first major survey of representations of adultery in later seventeenth-and early eighteenth-century England. Bringing together a wide variety of literary and legal sources -including sermons, pamphlets, plays, diaries, periodicals, trial reports and the records of marital litigation -it documents a growing diversity in perceptions of marital infidelity in this period, against the backdrop of an explosion in print culture and a decline in the judicial regulation of sexual immorality.
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